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* The School held 4

e State/local funds to support the school were $

2014-2015.

e State/local funds to support the school will be $

2015-2016.

Critical Overview Elements

(number) of stakeholder engagement meetings.

196,353

203,045

, which comprised

, which will comprise

* Title | funded programs/interventions/strategies/activities in 2015-2016 include the following:

6

6

% of the school’s budget in

% of the school’s budget in

Salaries (Resource & Basic Skills) Problems 1, 2, & 3 Resource Support | 100-100 53,000

Salaries (Extended Year and Day) Problems 1,2 & 3 Extended Year 100-100 71,000
and Day

Loti Problems 1, 2& 3 Loti Digital Age 100-600 15,000

Loti Problems 1 & 2 Loti Digital Age 200-300 9,800

Reading Mastery Problems 1 & 3 Reading Mastery | 100-600 35,000




SCHOOLWIDE COMPONENT: STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT ESEA §1114(b)(2)(B)(ii

ESEA §1114(b)(2)(B)(ii): “The comprehensive plan shall be . . . - developed with the involvement of parents and other members of the community to be served and
individuals who will carry out such plan, including teachers, principals, and administrators (including administrators of programs described in other parts of this
title), and, if appropriate, pupil services personnel, technical assistance providers, school staff, and, if the plan relates to a secondary school, students from such

school;”

Select committee members to develop the Schoolwide Plan.

Stakeholder/Schoolwide Committee

Note: For purposes of continuity, some representatives from this Comprehensive Needs Assessment stakeholder committee should be included in the
stakeholder/schoolwide planning committee. Identify the stakeholders who participated in the Comprehensive Needs Assessment and/or
development of the plan. Signatures should be kept on file in the school office. Print a copy of this page to obtain signatures. Please Note: A scanned
copy of the Stakeholder Engagement form, with all appropriate signatures, must be included as part of the submission of the Schoolwide Plan.

*Add lines as necessary.

Name

Stakeholder Group

Participated in
Comprehensive

Participated
in Plan

Participated
in Program

Signature

Needs .
Assessment Development | Evaluation

Rebecca Brinkmann Phelan Principal X X X
Mariel Smith Head Teacher of X X X

Curriculum
Brian Reiter Head Teacher of 3", 4", X X X

& Specials
Nikita Floyd Head Teacher K-2 X X X
Erica Alimario Resource X X X
Jaymarie Torres Parent X X
Daniella Rivera Parent X X
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Stakeholder/Schoolwide Committee Meetings

Purpose:
The Stakeholder/Schoolwide Committee organizes and oversees the Comprehensive Needs Assessment process; leads the development of the
schoolwide plan; and conducts or oversees the program’s annual evaluation.

Stakeholder/Schoolwide Committee meetings should be held at least quarterly throughout the school year. List below the dates of the meetings
during which the Stakeholder/Schoolwide Committee discussed the Comprehensive Needs Assessment, Schoolwide Plan development, and the
Program Evaluation. Agenda and minutes of these meetings must be kept on file in the school and, upon request, provided to the NJDOE.

Date Location Topic Agenda on File Minutes on File
Yes No Yes No
June 1, 2015 Conference Room Comprehensive Needs | YES YES
Assessment
June 10, 2015 Conference Room Schoolwide Plan YES YES
Development
June 16, 2015 Conference Program Evaluation YES YES
August 20, 2015 Plan Implementation TBD TBD

*Add rows as necessary.



SCHOOLWIDE COMPONENT: STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT ESEA §1114(b)(2)(B)(ii)

School’s Mission

A collective vision that reflects the intents and purposes of schoolwide programs will capture the school’s response to some or all of these

important questions:

* Whatis our intended purpose?

* What are our expectations for students?

* What are the responsibilities of the adults who work in the school?
* How important are collaborations and partnerships?

* How are we committed to continuous improvement?

What is the school’s mission statement?

The purpose of Camden’s Pride Charter School is to provide a nurturing environment that instills within its
students foundation skills and character attributes necessary for the development of educated, forward
looking, and responsible adults.

The Foundation

Academics: Camden’s Pride Charter School curriculum will be anchored by the New Jersey Core
Curriculum Content Standards and will be delivered in a small-school, theme-based environment. The
school will utilize technology to its greatest capacity to deliver a dynamic program that meets the needs of
continual incoming classes. A special focus will be placed on enhancing our students’ skills in literacy,
mathematics and technology.

Experiences: Camden’s Pride Charter School will seek to bring the classroom outside of the school and
into the surrounding community. Camden’s Pride Charter School will strive to continually establish
partnerships with business, non-profit organizations and institutes of higher learning to provide the
students with opportunities to expand their experiences.

Character: Camden’s Pride Charter School will create a safe, caring environment that is non-biased and
open to all learners. Camden’s Pride Charter School will provide programs and service projects that
develop critical thinking, team-building and ethical problem solving skills. Through this learning process
students will establish intellectual habits, build character traits that will stimulate student enthusiasm and
interest in their world and society.

The mission statement was developed by the founding board, stakeholders, and lead person. It was a
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part of the Charter Application, which was submitted in 2006 and approved for opening in 2008. The
mission and vision statement was analyzed during the reapplication process, which occurred in 2011.
The board, stakeholders, and the lead person revisited it.




SCHOOLWIDE COMPONENT: EVALUATION ESEA §1114(b)(2)(B)(iii)

24 CFR § 200.26(c): Core Elements of a Schoolwide Program (Evaluation). A school operating a schoolwide program must—(1) Annually evaluate the
implementation of, and results achieved by, the schoolwide program, using data from the State's annual assessments and other indicators of academic
achievement; (2) Determine whether the schoolwide program has been effective in increasing the achievement of students in meeting the State's academic
standards, particularly for those students who had been furthest from achieving the standards; and (3) Revise the plan, as necessary, based on the results of the
evaluation, to ensure continuous improvement of students in the schoolwide program.

Evaluation of 2014-2015 Schoolwide Program *
(For schools approved to operate a schoolwide program in 2014-2015, or earlier)

1. Did the school implement the program as planned?

We implemented the program as planned. With the support of trainings and the monitoring that occurred in 2013, the
implementation has run smoothly.

2. What were the strengths of the implementation process?

The program has continued to grow each year and is addressing the specific needs of our students. The increase of the technology
use has supported the development of the program. The professional development has continued to support the needs of our
students and staff.

3. What implementation challenges and barriers did the school encounter?

Some barriers are still continuing to communicate between the program implementation and business/finance side of the
program. It is important to have regular meetings to address implementation.

4. What were the apparent strengths and weaknesses of each step during the program(s) implementation?

During the Needs Assessment, there was input from various stakeholders to address specific target areas. While the school has
continued to demonstrate student growth in academic achievement, there is still a significant need of improvement in language
arts development. Technology use has increased, but there still needs additional technology support and professional development
for the staff in Language Arts.

5. How did the school obtain the necessary buy-in from all stakeholders to implement the programs?

o)
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Communication is necessary for buy-in from all the stakeholders to implement the programs. For the staff, during school meetings
and professional development, the programs are discussed. For the parents, through parent/teacher conferences, parent
orientations, phone calls, and fliers, the programs are reviewed. Presentations are made to the Board.

What were the perceptions of the staff? What tool(s) did the school use to measure the staff’s perceptions?

It is important to continue to update the staff on how the Schoolwide program. Many staff members, specifically the newer staff,
might not be aware of the Schoolwide program and its impact on students. During the summer professional development, Title 1
programs are reviewed with the staff. Formal and informal feedback is used to measure the staff’s perception.

What were the perceptions of the community? What tool(s) did the school use to measure the community’s perceptions?

It is important to continue to update the community on how the Schoolwide program. Many community members might not be
aware of the Schoolwide program and its impact on students. During this past parent orientation, the schoolwide program was
clearly explained and specific programs were identified.

What were the methods of delivery for each program (i.e. one-on-one, group session, etc.)?

The methods varied depending on program. During the extended afterschool program, students worked in group sessions. The
basic skills classroom with technology focus was also small group. One-on-One support was provided through our resource
interventionist. There was coaching and group sessions for staff professional development.

How did the school structure the interventions?

The interventions were structured through the identifications of the specific needs of the students. Formal and informal
assessments are used to determine intervention needs.

10. How frequently did students receive instructional interventions?
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The basic skills class was two times a week for a forty-five minute period. The extended after school program was a 5 week
program for a hour each day after school. The resource interventionist worked with students on an individual level daily. There is a
need for increased interventions.

11. What technologies did the school use to support the program?

The technology that was utilized to support the program was Chromebooks, IPADS, Reading Eggs, IXL, and Measuring Up Live! A
Basic skills class was created to support learning needs through computer applications. LOTI professional development focused on
turning up the HEAT, which has the technology component.

12. Did the technology contribute to the success of the program and, if so, how?

Technology has been a focus during the program with the purchase of iPads and chromebooks. During the coming schoolwide plan,
iPads and chromebooks will be utilized more frequently. Loti continues to reinforce turning up the HEAT in the classroom, with the

technology component.

*Provide a separate response for each question.

Evaluation of 2014-2015 Student Performance

State Assessments-Partially Proficient

Provide the number of students at each grade level listed below who scored partially proficient on state assessments for two years or more in English
Language Arts and Mathematics, and the interventions the students received.

English 2013- 2014- . . Describe why the interventions did or did not result in
Interventions Provided . . - - .
Language Arts 2014 2015 proficiency (Be specific for each intervention).
Basics Skills Technology Class, Extended Year | The state assessment test of NJASK changed to the PARCC.
Grade 4 31 TBD Programs, Measuring Up Live!, IXL, 100 Book | At this time, it is difficult to determine which interventions
Challenge, Guided Reading, Resources were successful in resulting in proficiency.

10
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Support for I&RS, Loti

Grade 5 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 6 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 7 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 8 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 11 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 12 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Mathematics 2013- 2014- Interventions Provided Describe why the interventions did or did not result in
2014 2015 proficiency (Be specific for each intervention).

Basics Skills Technology Class, Extended Year
Programs, Measuring Up Live!, IXL, 100 Book | The state assessment test of NJASK changed to the PARCC.

Grade 4 10 TBD Challenge, Guided Reading, Resources At this time, it is difficult to determine which interventions
Support for I&RS, RTI, Small Groups, Loti, were successful in resulting in proficiency.
Envisions,

Grade 5 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 6 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 7 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 8 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 11 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Grade 12 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Evaluation of 2014-2015 Student Performance
Non-Tested Grades — Alternative Assessments (Below Level)

Provide the number of students at each non-tested grade level listed below who performed below level on a standardized and/or developmentally
appropriate assessment, and the interventions the students received.

English Language

2013- | 2014- |

Interventions Provided

‘ Describe why the interventions did or did not result in

11




SCHOOLWIDE COMPONENT: EVALUATION ESEA §1114(b)(2)(B)(iii)

Arts 2014 2015 proficiency (Be specific for each intervention).
Pre-Kindergarten N/A N/A N/A N/A
Basics Skills Technology Class, Extended Year MAP Benchmarking was used instead of Terra Novas
Kindergarten 3 14 Programs, IXL, 100 Book Challenge, Guided this year. There was a Mean RIT Growth of 12.8 points.
Reading, Resources Support for I&RS, Loti, RTI, 44% of the students are at met their spring RIT goal.
Small Groups 71% of students were at or above grade level mean.
Basics Skills Technology Class, Extended Year MAP Benchmarking was used instead of Terra Novas
Grade 1 9 9 Programs, IXL, 100 Book Challenge, Guided this year. There was a Mean RIT Growth of 23.3 points.
Reading, Resources Support for I&RS, Loti, 80% of the students are at met their spring RIT goal.
Transitional 1* Grade, RTI, Small Groups 83% % of students were at or above grade level mean.
Basics Skills Technology Class, Extended Year MAP Benchmarking was used instead of Terra Novas
Grade 2 8 16 Programs, IXL, 100 Book Challenge, Guided this year. There was a Mean RIT Growth of 16.6 points.
Reading, Resources Support for I&RS, Loti, 74% of the students are at met their spring RIT goal.
Measuring Up Live! RTI, Small Groups 67% % of students were at or above grade level mean.
Grade 9 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Grade 10 N/A N/A N/A N/A
. 2013 - 2014 - . . Describe why the interventions provided did or did not
Mathematics Interventions Provided . - - . .
2014 2015 result in proficiency (Be specific for each intervention).
Pre-Kindergarten N/A N/A N/A N/A
MAP Benchmarking was used instead of Terra Novas
Basics Skills Technology Class, Extended Year this year. There was a Mean RIT Growth of 11.5 points.
Kindergarten 12 16 Programs, IXL, 100 Book Challenge, Guided 65% % of students were at or above grade level mean.
Reading, Resources Support for I&RS, Loti, There were not spring growth goals, since the test was
administered in the winter.
Basics Skills Technology Class, Extended Year MAP Benchmarking was used instead of Terra Novas
Grade 1 2 10 Programs, IXL, 100 Book Challenge, Guided this year. There was a Mean RIT Growth of 23.5 points.
Reading, Resources Support for I&RS, Loti, 85% of the students are at met their spring RIT goal.
Transitional 1* Grade 81% % of students were at or above grade level mean.
Basics Skills Technology Class, Extended Year MAP Benchmarking was used instead of Terra Novas
Grade 2 8 10 Programs, IXL, 100 Book Challenge, Guided this year. There was a Mean RIT Growth of 22.3 points.

Reading, Resources Support for I&RS, Loti,

93.5% of the students are at met their spring RIT goal.

12
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Measuring Up Live!

79% % of students were at or above grade level mean.

Grade 9

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Grade 10

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

13
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Evaluation of 2014-2015 Interventions and Strategies

Interventions to Increase Student Achievement — Implemented in 2014-2015

1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
ELA Students with Resource Support, RTI, YES Loti Benchmarks, MAP
Disabilities Loti Benchmarks, IXL, Benchmarking, Target Goals | 70% percent of students are above grade
Renaissance, for PARCC level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Instructional Tools for Arts. 65% percent of the students of
turning up the HEAT reached their growth target. There was a
mean RIT growth of 14.53. 68% of students
with disabilities reached their student growth
goal.
Loti BAMS demonstrated an increase of 10%
during the school year.
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
Math Students with Resource Support, RTI, YES Loti Benchmarks, MAP 76% percent of students are above grade

Disabilities

Loti Benchmarks, IXL,
Renaissance,
Instructional Tools for
turning up the HEAT

Benchmarking, Target Goals
for PARCC

level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
86% percent of the students of reached their
growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
of 18.8. 78% of students with disabilities
reached their growth goal.

Loti BAMS demonstrated an increase of 10%
during the school year.

14
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1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
ELA Homeless Resource Support, YES Loti Benchmarks, MAP
Basic Skill Technology Benchmarking, Target Goals | 709 percent of students are above grade
Class, Transitional First for PARCC level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Gra.de classroom, RTI Arts. 65% percent of the students of
Loti B:enchmarks, IXL, reached their growth target. There was a
Renalssz.:mce, mean RIT growth of 14.53. There was one
Instructional Tools for student that was identified as homeless.
turning up the HEAT
Loti BAMS demonstrated an increase of 10%
during the school year.
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
Math Homeless Resource Support, YES Loti Benchmarks, MAP 76% percent of students are above grade

Basic Skill Technology
Class, Transitional First
Grade classroom, RTI
Loti Benchmarks, IXL,
Renaissance,
Instructional Tools for
turning up the HEAT

Benchmarking, Target Goals
for PARCC

level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
86% percent of the students of reached their
growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
of 18.8. There was one student that was
identified as homeless.

Loti BAMS demonstrated an increase of 10%
during the school year.

15




SCHOOLWIDE COMPONENT: EVALUATION ESEA §1114(b)(2)(B)(iii)

1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
ELA Migrant N/A N/A N/A N/A
Math Migrant N/A N/A N/A N/A
ELA ELLs ELL Support through Yes Access to ELLs and WIDA Individualized learning plans need to continue to
I&RS and ELL Resource help address the needs of our ELL population.
Pullout and Push in Staff needs additional professional development
in providing the appropriate support for our
students. The ELL support significantly increased
this year with additional staff support.
Math ELLs ELL Support through Yes Access to ELLs and WIDA Individualized learning plans need to continue to
I&RS and ELL Resource help address the needs of our ELL population.
Pullout and Push in Staff needs additional professional development
in providing the appropriate support for our
students. The ELL support significantly increased
this year with additional staff support.
ELA Economically Resource Support, Yes Loti Benchmarks, MAP

Disadvantaged

Basic Skill Technology
Class, Transitional First
Grade classroom, RTI
Loti Benchmarks, IXL,
Renaissance,
Instructional Tools for
turning up the HEAT

Benchmarking, Target Goals
for PARCC

70% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Arts. 65% percent of the students of
reached their growth target. There was a
mean RIT growth of 14.53..

Loti BAMS demonstrated an increase of 10%
during the school year.

16
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1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
Math Economically Resource Support, Yes Loti Benchmarks, MAP 76% percent of students are above grade
Disadvantaged Basic Skill Technology Benchmarking, Target Goals | level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
Class, Transitional First for PARCC 86% percent of the students of reached their
Grade classroom, RTI growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
Loti Benchmarks, IXL, of 18.8.
Renaissance
Loti BAMS demonstrated an increase of 10%
during the school year.
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
ELA All Students Resource Support, Yes Loti Benchmarks, MAP

Basic Skill Technology
Class, Transitional First
Grade classroom, RTI
Loti Benchmarks, IXL,
Renaissance,
Instructional Tools for
turning up the HEAT

Benchmarking, Target Goals
for PARCC

70% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Arts. 65% percent of the students of
reached their growth target. There was a
mean RIT growth of 14.53.

Loti BAMS demonstrated an increase of 10%
during the school year.

17
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1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
Math All Students Resource Support, Yes Loti Benchmarks, MAP 76% percent of students are above grade

Basic Skill Technology
Class, Transitional First
Grade classroom, RTI
Loti Benchmarks, IXL,
Renaissance,
Instructional Tools for
turning up the HEAT

Benchmarking, Target Goals
for PARCC

level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
86% percent of the students of reached their
growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
of 18.8.

Loti BAMS demonstrated an increase of 10%
during the school year.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.

Extended Day/Year Interventions — Implemented in 2014-2015 to Address Academic Deficiencies

1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
ELA Students with Before School Program, YES Homework Completion, Students have opportunity to complete

18
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1
Content

2
Group

3
Intervention

4
Effective
Yes-No

5
Documentation of
Effectiveness

6
Measurable Outcomes
(Outcomes must be quantifiable)

Disabilities

After School Program,
and “After” After
School Program,
Summer Program

MAP Scores, Report Card
Grades, PARCC Scores,
Attendance, Loti
Benchmarks, and Reading
Levels.

homework assignments and get extra
support with homework. The after school
program was utilized effectively to support
the academic needs of the students after it
was made mandatory for students. There
must be a more of an academic focused and
individualized instruction for the students’
individualized needs. The summer program
continues to maintain the learning levels of
students.

70% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Arts. 65% percent of the students of
reached their growth target. There was a
mean RIT growth of 14.53.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.

Math

Students with
Disabilities

Before School Program,
After School Program,
and “After” After
School Program,
Summer Program

YES

Homework Completion,
MAP Scores, Report Card
Grades, PARCC Scores,
Attendance, Loti
Benchmarks, and Reading
Levels.

Students have opportunity to complete
homework assignments and get extra
support with homework. The after school
program was utilized effectively to support
the academic needs of the students after it
was made mandatory for students. There
must be a more of an academic focused and
individualized instruction for the students’

19
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1
Content

Group

3
Intervention

4
Effective
Yes-No

5
Documentation of
Effectiveness

6
Measurable Outcomes
(Outcomes must be quantifiable)

individualized needs. The summer program
continues to maintain the learning levels of
students.

76% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
86% percent of the students of reached their
growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
of 18.8.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.

ELA

Homeless

Before School Program,
After School Program,
and “After” After
School Program,
Summer Program

YES

Homework Completio , MAP
Scores, Report Card Grades,
PARCC Scores, Attendance,
Loti Benchmarks, and
Reading Levels.

Students have opportunity to complete
homework assignments and get extra
support with homework. The after school
program was utilized effectively to support
the academic needs of the students after it
was made mandatory for students. There
must be a more of an academic focused and
individualized instruction for the students’
individualized needs. The summer program
continues to maintain the learning levels of
students.

70% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Arts. 65% percent of the students of
reached their growth target. There was a
mean RIT growth of 14.53.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.

20
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1
Content

Group

3
Intervention

Effective
Yes-No

4

5
Documentation of
Effectiveness

6
Measurable Outcomes
(Outcomes must be quantifiable)

Math

Homeless

Before School Program,
After School Program,
and “After” After
School Program,
Summer Program

YES

Homework Completion,
MAP Scores, Report Card
Grades, PARCC Scores,
Attendance, Loti
Benchmarks, and Reading
Levels.

Students have opportunity to complete
homework assignments and get extra
support with homework. The after school
program was utilized effectively to support
the academic needs of the students after it
was made mandatory for students. There
must be a more of an academic focused and
individualized instruction for the students’
individualized needs. The summer program
continues to maintain the learning levels of
students.

76% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
86% percent of the students of reached their
growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
of 18.8.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.

ELA

Migrant

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Math

Migrant

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

ELA

ELLs

Before School Program,
After School Program,
and “After” After
School Program,
Summer Program

YES

Homework Completion,
MAP Scores, Report Card
Grades, PARCC Scores,
Attendance, Loti
Benchmarks, and Reading
Levels.

Students have opportunity to complete
homework assignments and get extra
support with homework. The after school
program was utilized effectively to support
the academic needs of the students after it
was made mandatory for students. There
must be a more of an academic focused and

21
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1
Content

Group

3
Intervention

4
Effective
Yes-No

5
Documentation of
Effectiveness

6
Measurable Outcomes
(Outcomes must be quantifiable)

individualized instruction for the students’
individualized needs. The summer program
continues to maintain the learning levels of
students.

70% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Arts. 65% percent of the students of
reached their growth target. There was a
mean RIT growth of 14.53.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.

Math

ELLs

and “After” After
School Program,
Summer Program

Before School Program,
After School Program,

YES

Homework Completion,
MAP Scores, Report Card
Grades, PARCC Scores,
Attendance, Loti
Benchmarks, and Reading
Levels.

Students have opportunity to complete
homework assignments and get extra
support with homework. The after school
program was utilized effectively to support
the academic needs of the students after it
was made mandatory for students. There
must be a more of an academic focused and
individualized instruction for the students’
individualized needs. The summer program
continues to maintain the learning levels of
students.

76% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
86% percent of the students of reached their
growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
of 18.8.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
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1
Content

Group

3
Intervention

4
Effective
Yes-No

5
Documentation of
Effectiveness

6
Measurable Outcomes
(Outcomes must be quantifiable)

ELA

Economically
Disadvantaged

Before School Program,
After School Program,
and “After” After
School Program,
Summer Program

YES

Homework Completion,
MAP Scores, Report Card
Grades, PARCC Scores,
Attendance, Loti
Benchmarks, and Reading
Levels.

Students have opportunity to complete
homework assignments and get extra
support with homework. The after school
program was utilized effectively to support
the academic needs of the students after it
was made mandatory for students. There
must be a more of an academic focused and
individualized instruction for the students’
individualized needs. The summer program
continues to maintain the learning levels of
students.

70% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Arts. 65% percent of the students of reached
their growth target. There was a mean RIT
growth of 14.53.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.

Math

Economically
Disadvantaged

Before School Program,
After School Program,
and “After” After
School Program,
Summer Program

YES

Homework Completion,
MAP Scores, Report Card
Grades, PARCC Scores,
Attendance, Loti
Benchmarks, and Reading
Levels.

Students have opportunity to complete
homework assignments and get extra
support with homework. The after school
program was utilized effectively to support
the academic needs of the students after it
was made mandatory for students. There
must be a more of an academic focused and
individualized instruction for the students’
individualized needs. The summer program
continues to maintain the learning levels of
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1
Content

Group

3
Intervention

4
Effective
Yes-No

5
Documentation of
Effectiveness

6
Measurable Outcomes
(Outcomes must be quantifiable)

students.

76% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
86% percent of the students of reached their
growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
of 18.8.

PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
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Evaluation of 2014-2015 Interventions and Strategies

Professional Development — Implemented in 2014-2015

1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
ELA Students with Co-Teaching Strategies, | YES Effective co-teaching lesson | The co-teaching classroom lesson plans
Disabilities Loti Implementation, plans, Reading Levels, Map demonstrated an understanding of different
Guided Reading, 100 Benchmarking Scores. co-teaching strategies.
Book Challenge
Math Students with Co-Teaching Strategies, | YES Effective co-teaching lesson | The co-teaching classroom lesson plans
Disabilities Loti Implementation, plans, Reading Levels, Map demonstrated an understanding of different
Benchmarking Scores. co-teaching strategies.
ELA Homeless Loti Implementation, YES Benchmark BAMs, Teacher Loti Benchmark Assessments increased by
Literacy Cookbook, and Observation, MAP Scores, 10%. Teacher Observations and walkthroughs
Writing with Spice. PARCC progress targets, increased H.E.A.T.
70% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Arts. 65% percent of the students of
reached their growth target. There was a
mean RIT growth of 14.53.
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
Math Homeless Loti Implementation, Yes Benchmark BAMs, Teacher Loti Benchmark Assessments increased by

Literacy Cookbook, and
Writing with Spice.

Observation, MAP Scores,
PARCC progress targets,

10%. Teacher Observations and walkthroughs
increased H.E.A.T.

76% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics
86% percent of the students of reached their
growth target. There was a mean RIT growth
of 18.8.
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1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
ELA Migrant N/A N/A N/A N/A
Math Migrant N/A N/A N/A N/A
ELA ELLs ELL Professional YES Access to ELLS, WIDA All lesson plans documented ELL support for
Development from identified students. Students MAP scores
Pearson, Literacy continued to increase and WiDA scores.
Cookbook, Writing with
Spice,
Math ELLs ELL Professional YES Access to ELLS, WIDA All lesson plans documented ELL support for
Development from identified students. Students MAP scores
Pearson, continued to increase and WiDA scores.
ELA Economically Loti Implementation, YES Benchmark BAMs, Teacher Loti Benchmark Assessments increased by
Disadvantaged Literacy Cookbook, and Observation, MAP Scores, 10%. Teacher Observations and walkthroughs
Writing with Spice. PARCC progress targets, increased H.E.A.T.
70% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Language
Arts. 65% percent of the students of
reached their growth target. There was a
mean RIT growth of 14.53.
PARCC progress targets will be coming in the
fall.
Math Economically Loti Implementation, Yes Benchmark BAMs, Teacher Loti Benchmark Assessments increased by

Disadvantaged

Literacy Cookbook, and
Writing with Spice.

Observation, MAP Scores,
PARCC progress targets,

10%. Teacher Observations and walkthroughs
increased H.E.A.T.
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1 2 3 4 5 6
Content Group Intervention Effective Documentation of Measurable Outcomes
Yes-No Effectiveness (Outcomes must be quantifiable)
76% percent of students are above grade
level for MAP Benchmarking in Mathematics.
86% percent of the st